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DETAILED ACTION 

1. The amendment received on 01/28/2009 has been considered. Claims 1-32 have been 
cancelled. New Claims 33-51 have been added. On a phone call to Magdalena M. Fincham on 
04/28/2009 regarding Restriction Election, Applicant elected group I which includes claims 33- 
46 without traverse. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained thougli the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill 
in the art to which said subject matter pertains. PatentabiUty shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
mvention was made. 

3. Claims 33-46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cregan et al 
(US 2005/0054420) in view of Hansen et al (US 2004/0224769). 

Re claims 33,36,37,40-42,44, and 46: Cregan et al teaches a method comprising 
determining an occurrence of a near miss / almost win outcome by a player at a gaming device 
(see abstract); determining a message comprising an offer associated with the near miss 
outcome / messages customized to provide appropriate information (see par. [0044], lines 14- 
18); wherein the near miss outcome comprises a plurality of symbols on a payline such that, 
when one of the plurality of symbols is replaced with an additional symbol adjacent to both the 
payline and the symbol to be replaced, the result is a winning outcome (see abstract; 
pars. [0002]; [0008]). 
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However, Cregan et al does not explicitly teach transmitting the message via a 
communication network to the player. 

Hansen et al transmitting the message via a communication network to the player (see 
abstract; par. [0056]). it is apparent to examiner that messages, notifications, and alerts are 
transmitted in the form of text, email messages, etc, which all require a communication network 
for transmission, where the messages and alerts are as a response to any gaming service feature. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the network and teachings of Hansen et al into the invention 
of Cregan et al. One would be motivated to do this so as to have a system where there is a form 
of notification made available to the players and users of the gaming machine, and wherein the 
message/notification is made available via a communication network. 

Re claims 43 and 45: Cregan et al teaches wherein the benefit is determined in part and 
based upon the benefit / increase player's award opportunities otherwise provided in response to 
the winning outcome (see par. [0002], lines 20-27). 

Re claims 34,35,38, and 39: The teachings of Cregan et al have been discussed above. 

However, Cregan et al does not explicitly teach wherein the message is transmitted via 
email; wherein the message is transmitted to a PDA. 

Hansen et al teaches wherein the message is transmitted via email; wherein the message 
is transmitted to a PDA (see par.[0056], lines 25-32). 
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Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the messaging of Hansen et al into the teaching of Cregan et 
al. One would be motivated to do this so as to have a gaming device where alerts and messages 
are transmitted for certain events in the game, and where this messages are sent to personal 
devices such as PDAs and mobile devices via text messaging and email, hence making the 
messages available quickly and effectively to the recipient. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments filed 01/28/2009 have been fully considered but are moot in view 
of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Maekawa et al discloses a dialogue apparatus, dialogue parent apparatus, dialogue 
child apparatus, dialogues control method, and dialogue control program. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Adetokunbo O. Torimiro whose telephone number is (571) 270- 
1345. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri (8am - 4pm). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Hotaling can be reached on (571) 272-4437. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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